REMARKS: 



Claims 1,5, 7-9, 11, and 35-46 were pending in the application. Claims 35-39 have been 
canceled without prejudice. Claims 1, 5, 7-9, 11, 40, 45 and 46 have been amended. Claims 48 
and 49 have been added. Therefore, claims 1, 5, 7-9, 11, 40-46, 48, and 49 are now pending in 
this application. 

Support for the amendments can be found throughout the specification, including the 
originally filed claims, as well as at least the following locations in the specification: p.4, lines 
17-31, and p. 14, line 5 to p. 17, line 3. 

Examiner Interview 

Applicant thanks the Examiner for the courtesy of the interview of August 18, 2009. 
During the interview, Applicant discussed several proposed claim amendments. Although no 
explicit agreement was reached, the Examiner indicated language similar to the current 
amendments could move the case toward allowance. 



Objections 

Claims 5, 7-9, and 1 1 stand objected to because "the term 'A method' should be written 
as 'The method.'" Office Action at 2. Applicant has amended the claims in response and 
respectfully requests withdrawal of the objections to these claims. The specification objections 
are moot in view of the cancellation of claims 35-39. 



Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 101 

Claims 35-39 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101. These claims have been canceled, 
rendering these rejections moot (though Applicant does not concede to the propriety of the 
rejections). 
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Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 112 

Claims 1, 5, 7-9, 11, and 35-46 stand rejected under § 112, first paragraph. Claims 8-9, 
38-39, and 43 stand rejected under § 1 12, second paragraph. Applicant does not concede to the 
propriety of these rejections but has amended the claims to advance prosecution. Applicant 
respectfully requests withdrawal of the rejections under § 1 12, first and second paragraphs. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 103 

Claims 1, 5, 7-9, 11, and 35-44 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103 as being 
unpatentable over Knoblock et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,023,699) in view of Fisher et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,247,128) and Nguyen et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,202,070). Applicant has amended 
the claims in order to advance prosecution, though Applicant does not concede to the propriety 
of these rejections and in several respects does not agree with the Examiner's interpretation of 
the cited art. Applicant respectfully submits, however, that the cited art does not teach or suggest 
the subject matter of the current claims. 

Knoblock does not teach or suggest, as recited in claim 1 , "assigning one or more default 
values to" "one or more parameters," "wherein the parameters are adjustable settings for" "one 
or more parts," "wherein the one or more default values are predefined values specified by one 
or more entries for the one or more parts in [a] parameter definition lookup table," and 
"subsequently modifying the one or more values for the one or more parameters, wherein said 
modifying does not affect the predefined values specified by the parameter definition lookup 
table." Knoblock is directed to a "method and program product for organizing a relational 
database used for the storage of data related to the configuration and placement of equipment in 
field sites." Knoblock Abstract. Knoblock merely teaches (for example) a "configuration 
library" that includes a "status" for a "configured shelf," such as "work-in-progress," or 
"pending approval," see Knoblock at col. 13, lines 32-43, and does not teach or suggest the 
above-recited elements of claim 1 . 

Fisher likewise fails to teach or suggest the above-recited elements of claim 1 . Fisher is 
directed to a "process for the mass production of computers where software is automatically 
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installed according to configure-to-order requirements," Fisher Abstract. Fisher teaches, e.g., 
"part numbers and serial numbers from" "hardware assemblies," and that the serial numbers may 
be "scanne[d]." Fisher at col. 13, lines 28-30. There is no indication in Fisher, however, that 
serial numbers are "assign[ed]" as "default values" "to one or more parameters" of "parts," and 
"subsequently modified]" without "affect[ing]" "predefined values" as recited in claim 1. A 
serial numbers furthermore does not appear to correspond to an "adjustable setting for" "one or 
more parts," as recited in claim 1 . 

Lastly, Nguyen also fails to teach or suggest the above-recited elements of claim 1 . The 
Examiner does not actually cite Nguyen in support of elements of claim 1 that recite "parameter 
values." See Office Action at 5-8. Nguyen is instead directed to a "system of software 
distribution in computer manufacturing which distributes software from release ... to installation 
at a remote manufacturing site." Nguyen Abstract. A goal of Nguyen is to "eliminat[e] 
duplicate files" and to "reduce[] the amount of data transferred to remote servers." See Nguyen 
at col. 4, lines 34-40. Given the above, it is apparent Nguyen does not teach or suggest the 
elements of claim 1 . 

Applicant thus respectfully submits that for at least the reasons above, the cited art 
does not make a prima facie case of obviousness for claim 1 . Applicant respectfully requests 
withdrawal of the rejection of claim 1 under § 103, as well as the rejections of its dependent 
claims. For at least similar reasons, Applicant respectfully requests withdrawal of the rejections 
under § 103 of claim 40 and its dependents, and submits that newly added claims 48-49 are also 
patentably distinct from the cited art. 
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CONCLUSION: 



Applicant submits the application is in condition for allowance, and an early notice to 
that effect is requested. 

If any extension of time (under 37 C.F.R. § 1.136) is necessary to prevent the above- 
referenced application from becoming abandoned, Applicant hereby petitions for such extension. 

The Commissioner is authorized to charge any fees that may be required, or credit any 
overpayment, to Meyertons, Hood, Kivlin, Kowert & Goetzel, P.C. Deposit Account No. 
501505/6057-58302/DMM. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Date: September 1. 2009 By : /Dean M. Munyon/ 

Dean M. Munyon 
Reg. No. 42,914 



Meyertons, Hood, Kivlin, Kowert & Goetzel, P.C. 
P. O. Box 398 
Austin, Texas 78767 
(512) 853-8847 
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